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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action has been examined. Claims - are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 8-9, 11,19, 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
unpatentable by Scoggins et al. (US 2003/0227908). 

Re claim 8, Scoggins et al. discloses a method for negotiating bearer properties 
in a communication network, comprising: providing a plurality of Media Gateway 
Controllers (See Fig 3 items 306 and 307) and a plurality of Media Gateways (See Fig 3 
items 303 and 304), in which bearer properties are maintained; and maintaining 
reference lists in the Media Gateway Controllers, the reference list comprising 
influenceable bearer properties (property sets) (Para 19 lines 12-19) 

Re claim 9, Scoggins et al. discloses a method, wherein a negotiation of the 
bearer properties are influenced by a configuration undertaken by a network operator 
(Para 19 lines 7-10 and Iines15-17). 

Re claim 1 1 , Scoggins et al. discloses a method, wherein a negotiation of the 
communication networks are embodied as IP networks (Para 03). 

Re claim 19, Scoggins et al. discloses a method for negotiating bearer properties 
in a communication network, comprising: providing a first Media Gateway Controller 
including a reference list having bearer properties, the reference list administrable by a 
network operator (Para 19 lines 7-1 1 and lines 15-14); providing a first Media Gateway 
communicatively coupled to the first Media Gateway Controller, the first Media Gateway 
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including a reference list having bearer properties (See Fig 2 items 306 and 303 and 
Para 11); informing the first Media Gateway Controller of a connection set up request ( 
Para 20 lines 3-6); comparing the reference list of the first Media Gateway Controller 
with a reference list of the first Media Gateway Controller; and forming an intersection of 
the bearer properties between the compared lists (Para 20 lines 3-15). 

Re claim 22, Scoggins et al. discloses a method comprising, providing a second 
Media Gateway Controller including a reference list having bearer properties (Para 19 
lines 7-11 and lines 15-14); providing a second Media Gateway communicatively 
coupled to the second Media Gateway Controller and communicatively coupled to the 
first Media Gateway (See Fig 2 items 307 and 304, 303 and 304 are communicatively 
coupled with each other through packet network 305 and Para 11); notifying the second 
Media Gateway Controller of the intersection; and determining if the intersection is 
supported by the second Media Gateway Controller (Para 20 lines 6-15). 

Re claim23, Scoggins et al. discloses a method comprising, sending a rejection if 
the reference list of the second Media Gateway Controller does not support a bearer 
property included in the intersection (Para 22 lines 1-3). 

Re claim 24, Scoggins et al. discloses a method comprising, removing the bearer 
properties in the intersection that are not in the reference list of the second Media 
Gateway Controller; and sending the updated intersection to the first Media Gateway 
(Para 21 lines 1-5). 

Re claim 25, Scoggins et al. discloses a method comprising, removing the bearer 
properties in the intersection that are blocked by the reference list of the second Media 
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Gateway Controller; and sending the updated intersection to the first Media Gateway 
(Para 21 lines 1-5 Here the bearer properties being blocked is similar to not having in 
the reference list which is similar to the media gateway incapable of using those 
proposed parameters). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. ClaimlO is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Scoggins 
et al. (US 2003/0227908) in view of Hoffmann et al. (US 2005/0008030). 

Re claim 10, Scoggins et al. discloses the claimed invention as set forth in claim 
8 above. Scoggins et al. does not disclose a method, wherein a least one of the Media 
Gateway Controllers includes a master function for the group of Media Gateways the 
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Media Gateway Controller controls. However Hoffmann et al. discloses a method, 
wherein a least one of the Media Gateway Controllers includes a master function for the 
group of Media Gateways the Media Gateway Controller controls (See Fig 1 CMN is the 
master function that controls the media gateways). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the bearer control 
parameter negotiating method of Scoggins et al. with the master function media control 
gateway method of Hoffmann et al. in order to facilitate open switching interfaces. 
6. Claims12-16, 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Scoggins et al. (US 2003/0227908) in view of Graf et al. (US 
6,671,367). 

Re claim 12, Scoggins et al. discloses the claimed invention as set forth in claim 
8 above. Scoggins et al. does not disclose a method, wherein the bearer properties are 
embodied as a prioritization of codecs. However Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein 
the bearer properties are embodied as a prioritization of codecs (Col 2 lines 34-37 and 
lines 54-56 teaches of prioritization of codecs). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the bearer control 
parameter negotiating method of Scoggins et al. with the prioritization of codecs method 
of Graf et al. in order to provide a method for negotiating a call capability between 
signaling points. 

Re claim 13, note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein the bearer 
properties are embodied as codecs (Col 2 lines 34-37 and lines 54-56 teaches of a list 
of preferences which are bearer properties and these proprieties refer to the 
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prioritization of codecs). 

Re claim 14, note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein the bearer 
properties are embodied as a prioritization of the codecs (Col 2 lines 34-37 and lines 
54-56 teaches of a list of preferences which are bearer properties and these proprieties 
refer to the prioritization of codecs). 

Re claim 15, note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein negotiation of the 
bearer properties is always undertaken via Media Gateway Controllers (Col 3 lines 48- 
63 teaches the negotiation is done by the media gateway controller. Here the list of 
preferences is the bearer properties). 

Re claim 16, note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein the bearer 
properties are embodied as codecs (Col 2 lines 34-37 and lines 54-56 teaches of a list 
of preferences which are bearer properties and these proprieties refer to the 
prioritization of codecs). 

Re claim 26, note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein the bearer 
properties are embodied as a prioritization of codecs (Col 2 lines 34-37 and lines 54-56 
teaches of a list of preferences which are bearer properties and these proprieties refer 
to the prioritization of codecs). 

Re claim 27, note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein the bearer 
properties are embodied as codecs (Col 2 lines 34-37 and lines 54-56 teaches of a list 
of preferences which are bearer properties and these proprieties refer to the 
prioritization of codecs). 
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7. Claims17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Scoggins et al. (US 2003/0227908) in view of Graf et al. (US 6,671 ,367), as 
applied to claim 1 6 above, and in further view of Hoffmann et al. (US 2005/0008030). 

Re claim 17, Scoggins et al. in view of Graf et al. discloses the claimed invention 
as set forth in claim 16 above. Scoggins et al. in view of Graf et al. does not disclose a 
method, wherein a least one of the Media Gateway Controllers includes a master 
function for the group of Media Gateways the Media Gateway Controller controls. 
However Hoffmann et al. discloses a method, wherein a least one of the Media 
Gateway Controllers includes a master function for the group of Media Gateways the 
Media Gateway Controller controls (See Fig 1 CMN is the master function that controls 
the media gateways). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to use the bearer control parameter negotiating method of 
Scoggins et al. in view of Graf et al. with the master function media control gateway 
method of Hoffmann et al. in order to facilitate open switching interfaces. 

Re claim 18, Note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein a negotiation of 
the bearer properties are influenced by a configuration undertaken by a network 
operator (Col 14 lines 46-48 teaches the network support a number of codecs and the 
network has a few preferred codecs which means the network operator has influence 
over the choosing of the codecs.). 

8. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Scoggins et al. (US 2003/0227908) in view of Graf et al. (US 7,292,687). 

Re claim 20, Scoggins et al. discloses the claimed invention as set forth in claim 
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19 above. Scoggins et al. does not disclose a method, wherein the intersection is 
formed by removing the bearer properties in the reference list of the first Media 
Gateway that are not in the reference list of the first Media Gateway Controller. 
However Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein the intersection is formed by removing 
the bearer properties in the reference list of the first Media Gateway that are not in the 
reference list of the first Media Gateway Controller (Col 10 lines 2-10). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the 
bearer control parameter negotiating method of Scoggins et al. with the method of 
capability negotiation of telecommunication network of Graf et al. in order to provide a 
method for negotiating a call capability between signaling points. 

Re claim 21 , note that Graf et al. discloses a method, wherein the intersection is 
formed by removing the bearer properties in the reference list of the first Media 
Gateway that are blocked via the reference list of the first Media Gateway Controller 
(Col 10 lines 2-5). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AJAY P. CATTUNGAL whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7525. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 7:30 - 5:00, 
Alternating Fridays OFF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jinhee Lee can be reached on 571-292-1977. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jinhee J Lee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 4173 

/A. P. C.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 4173 



